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[Mrs. SCHROEDER addressed the

House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extensions of Remarks.]

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. MILLER] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. MILLER addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. KLINK]
is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. KLINK addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.]

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from New York [Ms. SLAUGH-
TER] is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Ms. SLAUGHTER addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extension of Remarks.]

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Texas [Ms. JACKSON-LEE]
is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Ms. JACKSON-LEE addressed the
House. Her remarks will appear here-
after in the Extension of Remarks.]

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Alabama [Mr. HILLIARD] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. HILLIARD addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extension of Remarks.]

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Puerto Rico [Mr. ROMERO-
BARCELÓ] is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. ROMERO-BARCELÓ addressed
the House. His remarks will appear
hereafter in the Extension of Re-
marks.]

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. MANTON] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. MANTON addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extension of Remarks.]

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Maryland [Mr. CARDIN] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. CARDIN addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extension of Remarks.]

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-

tleman from Utah [Mr. ORTON] is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. ORTON addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extension of Remarks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. FIELDS] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. FIELDS addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extension of Remarks.]

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All
Members having been called, no one is
seeking additional time under the 5-
minute rule.
f

CAUSES OF POVERTY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
the Speaker’s announced policy of Jan-
uary 4, 1995, the gentleman from Ver-
mont [Mr. SANDERS] is recognized for
35 minutes as the designee of the mi-
nority leader.

Mr. SANDERS. Mr. Speaker, I am
pleased to be joined tonight by several
other Members who will be speaking in
a moment.

Mr. Speaker, most of the discussion
today dealt with the need for welfare
reform, of which there is not a whole
lot of disagreement, but I was rather
shocked at how superficial in many
ways the discussion about welfare re-
form today has been.

Illegitimate children and the prob-
lem of drug addiction and the very seri-
ous crime problem that we face as a
Nation are not the causes of poverty
and are not the causes of the need for
welfare. Rather, to a large degree, it is
the reverse, the opposite that is true.

In many respects, our country is be-
coming a poorer and poorer Nation.
And not to talk about the causes of
poverty, the loss of millions of good-
paying manufacturing jobs, the decline
in the wages that our working people
are receiving, the growth of low-wage
jobs, not to talk about that reality
when we talk about welfare is abso-
lutely absurd.

Mr. Speaker, between 1979 and 1992,
the number of full-time workers earn-
ing wages under the poverty line in-
creased from 12 to 18 percent. Eighteen
percent of our workers now are earning
poverty wages. Between 1990 and 1992,
half of the women in the United States
who found full-time jobs were earning
the poverty wage.

Mr. HOKE. Mr. Sanders, would you be
willing to engage in a debate on pre-
cisely this point?

Mr. SANDERS. I will tell you what.
We have only 35 minutes, and we have
got four of us here. I would really love
to do that. And if we do agree to do it
sometime later this week or next week,
I really would love to do that.

But we have got four people. We do
not have Rush Limbaugh and G. Gor-
don Liddy.

Mr. HOKE. You have got the Wash-
ington Post.

Mr. SANDERS. I think not. I think
not. But I thank you. I would love to
do it. I really would.

Mr. HOKE. Thank you.
Mr. SANDERS. In terms of welfare,

not to understand that the $4.25 mini-
mum wage today is virtually a starva-
tion wage which forces people into wel-
fare is not to understand the reality of
what is going on in America today. The
minimum wage today is 20 percent
lower in purchasing power than it was
in 1970.

If we are serious, it seems to me,
about welfare reform, then we must
begin to talk about a real jobs program
which rebuilds America. There is an
enormous amount of work that could
be done. We could take people off of
welfare and put them to work rebuild-
ing America, but we are not hearing
that discussion from our Republican
friends.

If we are serious about welfare re-
form, we must talk about raising the
minimum wage to a living wage so peo-
ple can escape from poverty and earn
enough money to take care of their
children.

If we are serious about welfare re-
form, we must improve our child care
capabilities. What mother, what father
can go out to work and leave his or her
children abandoned in a house or an in-
adequate child care capabilities? That
would be wrong.

If we are serious about welfare re-
form, we must educate our people and
provide job training so they can, in
fact, go out and earn the wages that
they need and the dignity that they
want.

The last point I want to make before
I give the floor over to my good friend
from Ohio [Ms. KAPTUR] is to say that
when we talk about welfare reform,
which is a very important subject, we
should also understand that welfare re-
form for the poor is only one part of
the issue. We should also be talking
about welfare reform for the rich and
welfare reform for the large multi-
national corporations.

Studies done by conservative groups
such as the CATO Institute, liberal
groups like Ralph Nader’s Public Citi-
zen, moderate groups like the Demo-
cratic Leadership Council’s Progressive
Policy Institute have demonstrated
that there are tens and tens and tens of
billions of dollars in welfare that go to
the rich and go to the big corporations.
So if we are serious about welfare re-
form, I think it is appropriate we begin
that debate as well.

I am now happy to introduce my
good friend from Ohio, MARCY KAPTUR.

Ms. KAPTUR. I want to thank Con-
gressman SANDERS for your refreshing
point of view and as the only independ-
ent Member of the House of Represent-
atives for the extra effort that you put
into trying to look behind the curtain
and see what is really going on in im-
portant programs like the welfare pro-
gram which is so much in need of re-
form.
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